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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in the 
United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by 
another filed in the United States before the invention b\ the applicant for patent, except that an international 
application tiled tuider the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall ha\ e the effect for purposes ol'this subsection of an 
application filed in the United Slates onl\ if the international application designated the United Slates and was 
published under Article 2 1 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 11-21 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. 2003/01 18160 
to Holt et al (hereinafter Holt). 

Regarding claim 12, Holt teaches a media gateway of a packet-based communication 
network, comprising: a data channel controller which controls a data channel of a first 
communication connection (Holt, [0023]); a terminator that terminates a signaling message of a 
second communication connection (Holt, [0023], [0039]); and a connection controller that 
performs a first part of a connection control function for a third communication connection and 
authorizes a central network controller to carry out a second part of the connection control 
function (Holt, [0024], see also [0025], and fig. 4). 
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Regarding claim 13, Holt teaches the media gateway according to claim 12, wherein the 
connection controller performs connection control functions which do not need to be carried out 
centrally within the network (Fig. 2, also [0023-0025]). 

Regarding claim 14, Holt teaches the media gateway according to claim 13, wherein the 
connection controller performs connection control functions which are time-critical (Fig. 2, also 
[0023-0025]). 

Regarding claim 15, Holt teaches the media gateway according to claim 13, wherein the 
connection controller performs all connection control functions do not need to be carried out 
centrally within the network (Fig. 2, also [0023-0025]). 

Regarding claim 16, Holt teaches the media gateway according to claims 12, wherein a 
set of subscriber data is managed (Holt, [0023]). 

Regarding claim 17, Holt teaches the media gateway according to claims 16, wherein the 
set of subscriber data is stored (Holt, [0023]). 

Regarding claim 18, Holt teaches a media gateway according to claim 12, wherein a set 
of charge data for a communication connection is recorded (Holt, [0025], application server 
database stores configuration information.). 
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Regarding claim 19, Holt teaches a media gateway according to claim 12, wherein an 
access control protocol is used for communicating with the central network controller (Holt, 
[0025]). 

Regarding claim 20, Holt teaches a media gateway according to claim 12, wherein a SIP 
protocol is used for communicating with the central network controller (Holt, [0025]). 

Regarding claim 21, Holt teaches the method according to claim 23, wherein the circuit is 
not using a SS7 signaling protocol (Holt, [0025]). 

3. Claims 12-19, 21, 23, 24 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. 
2003/0123434 to Hirayama et al (hereinafter Hirayama). 

Regarding claim 12, 21, 23, Hirayama teaches a media gateway of a packet-based 
communication network, comprising: a data channel controller which controls a data channel of 
a first communication connection (Hirayama, Abstract, VoIP gateway controls connection from 
caller. See also fig. 2); a terminator that terminates a signaling message of a second 
communication connection; terminating the incoming signaling message at a media gateway 
(Hirayama, Abstract, gate keeper carries out a call release (i.e. terminates signaling message). 
Also, Fig. 2, call release signal); and a connection controller that performs a first part of a 
connection control function for a third communication connection and authorizes a central 
network controller to carry out a second part of the connection control function (Hirayama, 
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Abstract, media gateway collates keys received from VoIP gateway and the gate keeper and then 
continues the call (i.e. carries out connection.)). 

Regarding claim 13, Hirayama teaches the media gateway according to claim 12, wherein 
the connection controller performs connection control functions which do not need to be carried 
out centrally within the network (Hirayama, Abstract, media gateway collates keys received from 
VoIP gateway and the gate keeper and then continues the call (i.e. carries out connection.)). 

Regarding claim 14, Hirayama teaches the media gateway according to claim 13, wherein 
the connection controller performs connection control functions which are time-critical 
(Hirayama, Abstract, media gateway collates keys received from VoIP gateway and the gate 
keeper and then continues the call (i.e. carries out connection.)). 

Regarding claim 15, Hirayama teaches the media gateway according to claim 13, wherein 
the connection controller performs all connection control functions do not need to be carried out 
centrally within the network (Hirayama, Abstract, media gateway collates keys received from 
VoIP gateway and the gate keeper and then continues the call (i.e. carries out connection.)). 

Regarding claim 16, Hirayama teaches the media gateway according to claims 12, 
wherein a set of subscriber data is managed (Hirayama, Fig. 2). 
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Regarding claim 17, Hirayama teaches the media gateway according to claims 16, 
wherein the set of subscriber data is stored (Hirayama, Fig. 2, authentication key comparison.) 

Regarding claim 18, Hirayama teaches the media gateway according to claim 12, wherein 
a set of charge data for a communication connection is recorded (Hirayama, Fig. 2, 
authentication key comparison.). 

Regarding claim 19, Hirayama teaches a media gateway according to claim 12, wherein 
an access control protocol is used for communicating with the central network controller 
(Hirayama, Fig. 2, ARQ request.). 

Regarding claim 24, Hirayama teaches the method according to claim 23, wherein the 
circuit is not using a SS7 signaling protocol (Hirayama, [0002], IP protocol. See also, Fig. 2). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hirayama in view 
of U.S. 7,1 13,581 to Benedyk et al (hereinafter Benedyk). 

Regarding claim 25, Hirayama teaches the method according to claim 23. Hirayama does 
not expressly disclose wherein the circuit is using a SS7 signaling protocol, a user part in the SS7 
signaling protocol is received and evaluated by a media gateway after lower protocol layers have 
been processed by a central network controller which includes a centralized signaling gateway 
function. 

However, Benedyk teaches wherein the circuit is using a SS7 signaling protocol, a user 
part in the SS7 signaling protocol is received and evaluated by a media gateway after lower 
protocol layers have been processed by a central network controller which includes a centralized 
signaling gateway function (Benedyk, Fig. 3). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to combine wherein the circuit is using a SS7 signaling protocol, a user part in the SS7 
signaling protocol is received and evaluated by a media gateway after lower protocol layers have 
been processed by a central network controller which includes a centralized signaling gateway 
function as taught by Benedyk with the method of Hirayama in order to effectively constitute the 
functional network components of a converged telephony—data network (Benedyk, Col. 6, line 
35-65, see also Fig. 3). 

6. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Holt in view of 
Benedyk. 
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Regarding claim 25, Holt teaches the method according to claim 23. Holt does not 
expressly disclose wherein the circuit is using a SS7 signaling protocol, a user part in the SS7 
signaling protocol is received and evaluated by a media gateway after lower protocol layers have 
been processed by a central network controller which includes a centralized signaling gateway 
function. However, Benedyk teaches wherein the circuit is using a SS7 signaling protocol, a user 
part in the SS7 signaling protocol is received and evaluated by a media gateway after lower 
protocol layers have been processed by a central network controller which includes a centralized 
signaling gateway function (Benedyk, Fig. 3). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to combine wherein the circuit is using a SS7 signaling protocol, a user part in the SS7 
signaling protocol is received and evaluated by a media gateway after lower protocol layers have 
been processed by a central network controller which includes a centralized signaling gateway 
function as taught by Benedyk with the method of Holt in order to effectively constitute the 
functional network components of a converged telephony-data network (Benedyk, Col. 6, line 
35-65, see also Fig. 3). 

7. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hirayama in view 
of Holt. 
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Regarding claim 20, Hirayama teaches a media gateway according to claim 12. Hirayama 
does not expressly disclose wherein a SIP protocol is used for communicating with the central 
network controller. 

However, Holt discloses wherein a SIP protocol is used for communicating with the 
central network controller (Holt, [0025]). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to combine wherein a SIP protocol is used for 
communicating with the central network controller as taught by Holt with Hirayama in order to 
utilize well known and suitable packet telephony protocols (Holt, [0025]). 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed 09/08/2008 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

9. Applicant argues that the media gateway in Holt does not disclose a data channel 
controller or a connections controller. The examiner respectfully disagrees. The media gateway 
controls connection between the packet-switched data domain and the PSTN domain as disclosed 
in fig. 2 and at least [0021]. 

10. Applicant argues that Holt does not disclose a terminator, however paragraph [0039] of 
Holt discloses the termination of calls on a subscriber line. 

1 1 . Applicant argues that Holt does not disclose a connection controller that performs a first 
part of a connection control function for a third communication connection and authorizes a 
central network controller to carry out a second part of the connection control, however, Holt in 
paragraph [0023] discloses that a call is forwarded from a switch to the media gateway. The 
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media gateway receives a call and notifies the call agent (i.e. authorizes the call agent) who 
provides call control functions ([0024]). 

12. Applicant argues that Hirayama does not disclose a data channel controller, however 
Hirayama discloses a data channel controller in at least fig. 1 which shows the media gateway 
controlling data between the public communication network, the gate keeper, and the VoIP 
gateway. Hirayama, in the abstract, also discloses that a gateway controls connections from 
callers. 

13. Applicant argues that Hirayama does not disclose the media gateway comprising a 
terminator that terminates signaling messages, however, the abstract discloses the system using a 
call release (i.e. terminating a signaling message). Paragraph [0039-0040] as illustrated in fig. 2 
discloses that the media gateway uses a call release signal in a call setup procedure stop (i.e. 
terminating the incoming signaling message at a media gateway). 

Conclusion 

14. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
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however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to RYAN J. JAKOVAC whose telephone number is (571)270-5003. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 7:30 am to 5:00 pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jason D. Cardone can be reached on (571) 272-3933. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/RJ/ 

/Larry D Donaghue/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2454 



